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Editorial Comments 





emer 


“Hamlet” Without the Prince 


ae THE long-drawn-out Suez crisis which 
still seems to have no foreseeable end, there 
has been from the beginning a certain air of un- 
reality. It has been like a production of “Ham- 
let” without the Prince of Denmark. 


What would have been the situation if we 
could imagine that Egypt had not practiced its 
blockade of Israel in defiance of the UN and of 
the Treaty of 1888, before it undertook to na- 
tionalize the Suez Canal? The supposition is, no 
doubt, highly artificial, for perhaps if Egypt had 
been law-abiding and peaceful in its relations 
with Israel many other evils might never have 
occurred, and Colonel Nasser might have been 
willing to wait twelve years to receive the canal 
without payment. Yet, leaving other things 
aside, if nothing were changed except the block- 
ade of Israel, how different would the situation 
have been! 


Obviously, the nationalization would have 
been a matter of the gravest significance in any 
case. But on what plausible legal theory could 
the powers now be maintaining their pressure 
against Egypt? The act of nationalization itself, 
even now, can most plausibly be opposed not as 
illegal, but as a commercially unwise act of dis- 
courtesy. It is only because of the theory that 
Egypt may discriminate on political grounds 
against one or another group of nations that the 
“users” feel they have sound legal grounds for 
their continued pressure against Egypt. And it 
is the notorious discrimination against Israel 
which gives solid support to that theory, and 
places Egypt’s control of Suez in a different 
category from Turkey’s control of the Darda- 
nelles or America’s control of the Panama Canal 
in the eyes of the general public. Even now, if 
Egypt were suddenly to announce the end of its 
blockade against Israel, could anyone imagine 
that the Western powers would be able any 
longer to justify to the public the continuation 
of pressures against Cairo? 


On the other hand, the powers injured or 
threatened by the nationalization have also been 
at great pains to dissociate Israel and its interests 
from what they are undertaking in the defense 
of their own interests. To be sure, there have 

N numerous suggestions that Israel could be 
used in Western strategy as a staging-area for 
an attack on Egypt or as an alternate route for oil 


transport instead of the Suez Canal. Of course, 
the last question those who speculate on these 
possibilities ask themselves is how Israel’s inter- 
ests will be affected by their suggestions; but 
this is not surprising since the same quarters 
never took Israel’s interests into account when 
it seemed to their advantage to leave her de- 
fenseless. 


The attitude of official quarters among the 
Suez Canal users has been rather different. They 
still believe that their own interests require dis- 
tinguishing between their case and hers. Israel 
was pointedly excluded by all sides from all 
discussions recently conducted regarding the 
Canal. The new “users association” has set con- 
ditions for membership which seem to exclude 
Israel—though, to be sure, they also exclude the 
Soviet Union, which was no doubt the exclusion 
that was chiefly intended. It remains to be seen 
whether the provision for carrying non-mem- 
bers’ cargoes through the Canal on members’ 
ships will be used to break the Egyptian block- 
ade against Israel, but it would be totally base- 
less optimism to expect anything like this to 
happen. 


The “users” association” is, naturally, an or- 
ganization of interested parties, and it is not 
surprising if they ignore the rights and interests 
of Israel when they think it serves their own 
interests. The United Nations and powers who 
pride themselves on following a “United Na- 
tions” policy are, however, a different matter. 
For the United Nations there is only one direct 
and honest and ultimately effective way to con- 
sider the Suez Canal matter. There is a Security 
Council resolution on record calling on Egypt 
to end its Suez blockade against Israel. That is 
the issue and those are the grounds for UN 
action in the Suez crisis. 


But India, a power which takes a high moral 
tone as a pillar of international impartiality, 
tries to evade this very issue. The Indian rep- 
resentative has adopted the Egyptian dodge of 
proposing that Israel seek redress from the 
World Court. This is not only patent hypocrisy, 
since India knows quite well that Egypt will 
never agree to come before the World Court on 
this matter; though here again we should not 
be surprised, since India’s attitude in the matter 
of Israel since the very beginning has shown it 
is not fully convinced that small nations are 
equal to large ones in the eyes of the law and of 
moral principle. But besides, such an attitude 
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on the part of India is a tacit admission that it 
is willing to see the UN flouted and openly dis- 
regarded, if it is Egypt who is at fault. 

The pointless proposal that was discussed at 
an early stage to establish a case to bring 
before the UN by trying to run a ship 
through the Canal suggests that Mr. Dulles’ 
“users association” may try to pilot the Suez 
issue through the UN without referring to the 
longstanding and blatant case which most af- 
fects the UN itself: the defiance of its order to 
Egypt to keep the Canal open to Israel. It is 
hard to see whom such a procedure will help, if 
it is really adopted. But there is no doubt whom 
it will most directly and immediately harm. 

The UN itself will be the first victim of such 
a policy of poltroonery. 


Hayim Fineman’s Anniversary 


T IS STARTLING to realize that men whom one 
sees in the thick of activity have reached the 
Biblical three score and ten. Yet at this time 
David Ben-Gurion in Israel and Hayim Fine- 
man in our own midst have reached the age of 
seventy. 

How many triumphs have these two lived to 
see, and how many struggles have they had to 
sustain to deserve the triumph! The beginnings 
of Labor Zionism were small and lonely enough 
in Palestine, but even smaller and lonelier per- 
haps in this country. Neither sympathy nor 
understanding marked the reception of the new 
ideas that Hayim Fineman and his friends 
brought to the Jewish community in America 
over fifty years ago. 

Those ideas proved themselves in the upbuild- 
ing of Israel, and they now have become the 
heritage of the whole mass of the people of 
Israel. In America the glory of Labor Israel is 
reflected in the respect that is accorded Labor 
Zionism and its leaders here too. Yet for an 
American Labor Zionist leader the sense of 
standing alone and apart, which so strongly 
marked the beginnings of the movement, are 
far from having become totally unfamiliar. 

Loyalty, courage, and stubborn integrity were 
required to stand fast to this banner. They are 
qualities that have made Hayim Fineman dear 
to all who know him. 


Mrs. Gordon of Clay 


WE HAVE written often of the problems of 
integration and we shall write of them 
again. There will be many unhappy things to 


JEWIsH Frontm 


say because many ugly and unhappy things haye 
taken place in the little red school-houses of oy 
country—things of which America is ashamed, 
This time, however, we should like only to salute 
the human spirit when it shows itself high. We 
should like to salute Mrs. Gordon of Clay, 
Kentucky. 

Some day an American writer will come 
along who will be looking for authentic Amer. 
icana, a great American theme, something fresh, 
He may try his hand at John Brown, or Abra. 
ham Lincoln, or some lesser folk-heroes. He 
could do worse than turn to Mrs. Gordon; her 
figure will be waiting there, caught in the mem- 
ories of all of us who read the papers this 
autumn. 

Surely he will find a way to make it live 
again—that moment when Mrs. Gordon with 
her small dark children walked quietly past 
obscene faces, past threatening fists, to a school- 
room door; how she sat in the empty class-room 
and listened to the lesson while the white mob 
howled. 

He will not forget the words Mrs. Gordon 
uttered when the howlers won, when the lesson 
ended. “Thank you for your courtesy,” said 
Mrs. Gordon to the white man of learning who 
barred the door. 

He will describe how Mrs. Gordon walked 
back decently, shiningly, past the jeering crowd, 
holding the hands of a small dark boy and 
small dark girl. He will write of Mrs. Gordon 
in her hour. 


The Poale Zion Convention 


HE THIRTIETH national convention of the 

Labor Zionist Organization of America 
which will take place this month in Lakewood 
will have a number of significant issues to con- 
sider. The Convention will mark the beginning 
of the second half-century of the Poale Zion 
movement in the United States. The accomp- 
lishments of the organization in the first fifty 
years of its existence are a matter of record. The 
tasks of Zionism in the era before the creation 
of the Jewish state were clear and compelling, 
and the Labor Zionist movement, regardless of 
its numerical size, repeatedly assumed a leading 


role in the fulfillment of these tasks. 


Since the emergence of the State the entirt 
Zionist movement, including all sectors, has been 
engaged in a re-evaluation of its problems and 
in an examination of the conditions under which 
it can function productively. A movement like 
the Labor Zionist, which has never been content 
with fund-raising or philanthropy but has in- 
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sisted on an ideological commitment which was 
more than lip-service, finds such an examination 
particularly urgent. 

Since its inception Labor Zionism has had cer- 
tain basic principles which distinguished it from 
other Zionist parties. Are these principles still 
relevant, still viable in the period of Zionist 
realization? Do they require modification in 
the light of the new circumstances? Unless 
these questions are honestly posed and answered 
the professed high aims of the movement run 
the danger of degenerating into a sterile formula 
which depresses rather than inspires. The forth- 
coming convention has undertaken the serious 
business of re-evaluating the aims of Labor 
Zionism and re-stating them in terms applicable 
to the present reality. Such vital questions as 
how to stimulate the immigration of American 
Jews to Israel in numbers appreciably greater 
than the current handful will not be solved by 
pious phrases or hopeful declarations. Nor can 
the moral commitment of every individual La- 
bor Zionist be defined only in clarion calls. The 
straightforward discussion of basic problems 
facing the movement should clear the ground 
for effective action. 

The Convention will meet in the midst of the 
excitement of an election campaign. The Labor 
Zionist movement has never abstracted itself 
from the American political scene. It has fought 
for its liberal social and economic program with 
all the vigor at its command. The indorsement 
of the Stevenson ticket by the Administrative 
Committee of the Poale Zion will probably be 
re-affirmed by the convention as a whole. 


Labor Zionism throughout its years as an 
American movement has been vital, imaginative 
and idealistic. Its program of thought and action 
is still fresh and challenging. The major prob- 
lem of the Convention will be to discover meth- 
ods through which the force of the Labor Zion- 
ist ideal will begin to attract young American 
Jews. We wish the Convention success in its 
responsible deliberations. 


Resolution 
of the LZOA-Poale Zion 


endorsing Adlai E. Stevenson for President and Estes 
Kefauver for Vice-President of the United States. 


Since its inception in 1905, the Labor Zionist 
Organization of America-Poale Zion has been 
pursuing a policy of endorsing liberal candidates 
for national office. In accordance with that 
Policy, we herewith endorse the candidacy of 
Adlai E. Stevenson for President of the United 
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States and of Estes Kefauver for Vice-Presi- 
dent. 

A comparison of the records of the major 
candidates for President and the platforms on 
which they run leads to the inescapable con- 
clusion that Adlai Stevenson represents the best 
traditions of American democracy and offers a 
forward-looking program of greater economic 
progress, broader social horizons and_ higher 
moral advancement for all of the people of the 
United States. He is more concerned with the 
general needs of the many than with the special 
interests of the few. His platform calls for the 
extension of the democratic processes to include 
all segments of the American population irre- 
spective of race, color, creed or national origin. 

We are impressed with his insistence that the 
Taft-Hartley Law must be repealed, and are 
confident that he will see to it that the decisions 
of the United States Supreme Court regarding 
the desegregation of the public schools system 
are enforced as the law of the land. Of par- 
ticular interest to us is the clause in Mr. Steven- 
son’s platform urging the liberalization of the 
immigration laws and the elimination of the 
quota system, based on the racist concepts con- 
tained in the notorious McCarran-Walter Law. 

We believe that the election of Mr. Stevenson 
will strengthen the peace of the world and re- 
sult in a more honorable and responsible role for 
the United States in international affairs. The 
clause in his platform calling for intensified 
participation on the part of our country in ef- 
forts to establish peace in the Middle East—by 
abandoning the bankrupt policy of appeasing 
Arab dictators, by supplying technical and fi- 
nancial aid to all the countries trying to improve 
living conditions in the area, and by sending 
arms to the State of Israel in order to correct 
the imbalance of power created by the Com- 
munist arming of Egypt and other lands — is 
another expression of the progressive outlook 
motivating Mr. Stevenson’s approach to world 
problems. 

We urge our members and friends throughout 
the country to vote for Adlai Stevenson and 
Estes Kefauver. 





Buy an Israel Bond 
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Israel's Will to Peace 


by David Ben-Gurion 


URING AND after the War of Independence, 

I issued constant warnings against cockiness 
on account of the victories we had achieved, for 
there is no decisive victory except in the final 
battle. We have not yet faced the final battle, 
and the paradox of our situation is—that we 
shall not face it. 

Our security problem is unique from two 
points of view, and anyone who does not clearly 
understand both of them is liable to bring dis- 
aster to Israel. 

The first unique feature is that our enemies 
threaten not only our borders, our sovereignty 
and our independence, but our very physical 
existence. ... 

The second unique feature of our situation 
is that in the nature of things, it is quite im- 
possible for us to achieve a final victory which 
will ensure that there will be no Second, Third 
or Fourth Round... . 

We cannot achieve a victory of this kind, 
nor do we wish to do so—although we are cer- 
tain of victory if there is a Second Round just 
as we achieved victory in the First Round— 
when we were much weaker and far more poor- 
ly trained and equipped. But it cannot be a 
final victory, for after it, a new round would 
still be possible. We must always remember 
these two basic axioms when we consider secur- 
ity problems, and they must be the decisive con- 
siderations in our deliberations on this subject. 


But there is another consideration of great 
significance: there is a tremendous difference 
between ourselves and the Arabs. And I am 
not thinking this time of differences in man- 
power, in area, in the number of votes at the 
U.N., in oil reserves, in control of vital inter- 
national transport arteries—in all of which the 
Arabs enjoy a tremendous superiority over us. 
I refer to the difference between the funda- 
mental character of the State of Israel and that 
of the Arab States as they exist today. 


LL THE ARAB rulers, without exception, are 
bent either on gain, power or political am- 
bition, or all three at the same time, and there 
is not a single one of them whose first and prin- 
cipal concern is the welfare of the people in 





Excerpts from the address of the Prime Minister of 
Israel on August 26, 1956, to the Mapai Convention in 
Tel Aviv. 


whose name he rules. The aspirations of the 
Arab rulers are not directed towards developing 
their countries, improving the living conditions 
of the peasants and workers, and wiping out 
mass illiteracy and disease. 


The State of Israel’s primary and principal 
goal is construction, development, the absorp. 
tion of immigrants, and the fostering of educa- 
tion and culture. For this reason alone, in addi- 
tion to moral and political reasons, we must 
make every effort to preserve peace, insofar as 
it depends on ourselves. All the impatient ad- 
vice to start a preventive war, even when it is 
not the expression of Fascist demagogy, is mis- 
taken and misleading. 


A war that is not forced upon us by others 
will not solve any of our problems—even if it 
ends in victory.... For this reason the primary 
foundation of our policy is the maintenance of 
peace, even an unstable peace, insofar as it de- 
pends on us. 


Our will to peace, however, does not in itself 
guarantee peace, and we shall endanger our very 
existence if we fall prey to vain illusions and 
false imaginings. We must not ignore the bitter 
truth that our neighbors, headed by the Egyp- 
tian dictator, are preparing for a Second Round, 
and they are now being assisted by Soviet arms, 
after previously receiving British and American 
arms, which some of the Arab countries stil 
continue to receive. But the armaments whose 
quantity and quality still threaten our peace are 
mainly the Soviet weapons which for almost 4 
year have been flowing into Egypt, as well a 
to Syria recently. ... 


Just as it is our duty to preserve peace, it is 
therefore also our duty to maintain constant 
and increasing military preparedness, and to 
improve the training and equipment of the Is- 
rael Defense Forces, including both the Regular 
Army and the Reserves. To the best of my 
knowledge, the utmost capacity and effort of 
the State and the appropriate authorities have 
been devoted to this end, with no small success. 

I shall not deal this time with the wearisome 
and shameful story of the denial of defensive 
arms to Israel by the powers which are supply- 
ing arms to the Arab rulers. On this occasion 
Wwe must concentrate our attention on our ow! 
obligations and what we can do with our own 
resources. 
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I have already denounced the hasty and mis- 
leading advice to start a preventive war, but I 
must also warn against the vain illusion of 
reliance on the U.N., the Tripartite Declaration 
of 1951, or the “peace offensives” of hostile 
powers. There is perhaps no other people in 
the world so deeply interested as ourselves, both 
for moral reasons and for the sake of their own 
survival, in increasing the authority of the U.N. 
to maintain world peace. But in the Security 
Council and the General Assembly, there is a 
struggle for influence and power between rival 
and competing forces and blocs. We must 
realize, therefore, that Israel’s security depends 
first and foremost—if not solely—on her own 
power and her capacity to deter aggressors and 
defeat them if they try to attack us. 

Article Two (Paragraph 3) of the U.N. 
Charter obliges all members of the U.N. to settle 
their disputes with each other by peaceful 
methods, and forbids (in Paragraph 4) any 
threat of or resort to force against the territorial 
integrity and independence of any other state. 


The Arab rulers have been consistently vio- 
lating this article of the U.N. Charter by or- 
ganizing a boycott and blockade against Israel 
on land and at sea, in opposition to the express 
aims of the U.N., as defined in Article One of 
the Charter. And just as the U.N. proved to 
be helpless during the military invasion of 1948 
—when Israel saved herself from this wicked 
attack by her own strength alone — thus the 
U.N. Charter has been helpless all through the 
years in the face of the violation of the prin- 
ciples of the U.N. Charter against Israel by the 
Arab states. 


The U.N. authorities did not even lift a finger 
when Egypt violated an express decision of the 
Security Council on Israel’s freedom of naviga- 
tion through the Suez Canal (and still continues, 
to this day, to obstruct the passage of Israel 
ships—and even of ships flying other flags on 
their way to Israel). The British Prime Minister, 
Sir Anthony Eden, has remembered this offense 
on the part of the Egyptian dictator, but only 
when British interests in the Canal were en- 
dangered. He did not apply either to the U.N. 
Assembly or to the Security Council, but con- 
vened a special conference in London, and took 
Pains to explain to the world why he did not 
appeal to the U.N. on this issue: because the 
Egyptian dictator did not comply with the 
Security Council’s decision on Israel’s freedom 
of navigation in the Canal. 

He forgot, however, that he himself never 
once attempted to bring up this violation on the 
part of the Egyptian dictator either in the 
Security Council or in the U.N. Assembly, nor 
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did he demand compliance with the Security 
Council’s decision even when he was able to 
do so. He did not even invite Israel to the 
the London Conference, although up till now 
no interests but Israel’s have been adversely af- 
fected in the Suez Canal, and the Egyptian dic- 
tator has announced that he will maintain 
freedom of navigation even after nationalization 
except for Israel. 


ET Us NOT draw from these facts the hasty 

and mistaken conclusion that we have no 
friends at all in the world. In the Soviet Union 
it is only the voice of the rulers that is heard, 
and this voice, even after the death of Stalin, 
is not, to our regret, a friendly one: the Soviet 
press gave great prominence to the killing of 
nine Egyptian soldiers in the Gaza Strip, but 
did not have a single word to say about the 
atrocious murder in the Arava and the mine 
outrage near Sde Boker a day before. 

But in countries where the whole people can 
express its opinion, Israel has loyal friends, not 
only in the international labor movement, but 
among the masses on the European continent 
and in Britain, in the U.S. and Latin America, 
and also in several of the countries of Asia and 
Africa. And I have no doubt that this friend- 
ship will have substantial results and will not 
remain only in the sphere of platonic sympathy. 


Israel’s position in the world is unique. Almost 
every people belongs to a religious, linguistic or 
regional family of nations. Examples are the 
Scandinavians, the English-speaking peoples, the 
Arabs, the Indians, the South Americans. The 
people of Israel is alone. It is a member of no 
religious; linguistic or regional family. Just as 
we were in former days, so we are today—‘‘a 
people that dwells alone.” 

We are the only people in the Middle East 
that speaks the same language it spoke there 
3,000 and 4,000 years ago, and for whom the 
immortal books which it created in ancient days 
still serve as the foundation for its education, 
culture and human values. All the nations 
around us have forgotten and denied their past, 
and have been submerged by a foreign language 
and religion forced upon them from without; 
they are in fact devoid of roots in an original 
culture and in the historical continuity which 
is the background for a progressive and creative 
culture. This is one of the reasons for their 
hostility to the people of Israel. 

But we are not entirely an isolated people, and 
the function which is fulfilled in regard to other 
peoples by a common religion and language is 
fulfilled in our case by common human, social 
and cultural values. Our achievements in this 








country, and the spiritual and social light which 
radiates from them, win us friends among vari- 
ous peoples, and we must intensify this light, 
for it is our main strength in the international 
arena. 


F’RoM THE geographical point of view, we seem 

to be a Middle East people. In fact, from 
this point of view we are a Mediterranean peo- 
ple, but no regional definition is appropriate to 
our true essence. We are a world people; our 
contacts and our relationships are global. This 
is so for two reasons: 


(a) Because of the Jewish dispersion in the 
world, for we must remember that our 
first and most loyal and dependable ally is 
the Jewish people in the Diaspora, a people 
dispersed over the Old World and the New, 
in East and West, in all the continents; 
Our international attachment and loyalty 
is not to any region or bloc—it is a world 
attachment. We wish to develop relations 
of friendship and mutual assistance with 
every peace-loving state, without inquiring 
into its internal regime, although we must 
develop particularly close ties with the 
democratic countries which help Israel’s 
security and development, and allow their 
Jewish communities to co-operate in the 
building of Israel and to come to settle in 
it. 

We must also make special efforts to obtain 
the friendship of the liberated or about-to-be 
liberated peoples in Asia and Africa, who are 
not tied to the Communist bloc and do not 
wish to be dependent on the great and rich 
powers of the West. For friendship between 
ourselves and these nations there is an objective 
basis of mutual assistance. We, with our exper- 
ience and our scientific and technical capacity, 
can help in the free development of these na- 
tions, and we can derive help from them in the 
satisfaction of our economic needs. 

We have common values with some of these 
countries, to an extent which should not be be- 
littled. This work is not easy, but it is a policy 
with great potentialities for Israel. 


(b) 


[N THE seEcurRITY sphere, more than in any 

other, we must remember the simple and pro- 
found truth enunciated by our ancient forbears: 
“Tf I am not for myself—who is for me?” That 
means that it is our duty to maintain constant 
military readiness and to implement the right 
of self-defense against any act of violence on 
the part of our neighbors on land, at sea or in 
the air. And if the U.N. authorities are help- 
less to prevent attacks against Israel’s rights and 
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the lives of her citizens—Israel must do so with 
her own hands. 

We have announced more than once that we 
are ready and willing to observe the Armistice 
Agreements in every detail, but on one condj. 
tion: that the other side, too, will do the same. 
An agreement violated by the other side is not 
obligatory on us. 

The London Conference on the affairs of the 
Suez Canal and freedom of navigation through 
it has just come to an end. It is not known wha 
the next development will be: whether they 
will continue to appease the Egyptian dictator 
as they have done so far, or whether they wil 
insist on the rights of free navigation under in. 
ternational supervision. 

But let us not deceive ourselves by assuming 
that even if freedom of international navigation 
is effectively ensured, Israel’s freedom of navi- 
gation will thereby also be automatically safe. 
guarded. We must not ignore the fact that for 
three years the Security Council did not lift: 
finger to enforce its own decision on Israel’ 
right to free navigation. A second fact: the 
governments which convened the London Con- 
ference did not invite Israel. The Soviet Union, 
which demanded that another score of states 
should be invited, including even Jordan, did 
not propose inviting Israel. 

And the problem is not only free navigation 
in Suez, but—which is no less important—free- 
dom of navigation in the Red Sea straits and the 
free approach to Eilat. And the world mus 
know that so long as Israel, too, is not assured 
of complete freedom of navigation in the Red 
Sea straits and Suez, security and quiet will not 
be established in this region. 


‘THOUGH WE must maintain intense military 

readiness and active and energetic defense of 
our rights and our internal and external secur- 
ity, we must at the same time maintain unremit- 
ting efforts for peace and agreement with th 
neighboring countries. This peace—though it 
be delayed—will surely come, for it is an his 
torical necessity for both sides; even more: it # 
a world necessity. 

But the peace which is desirable and possibl 
is not a forced peace, not a dictated peace, not! 
peace which affects our full sovereignty or tht 
integrity of our borders, or is liable to under: 
mine our internal security by the introduction 
of a fifth column, but a peace achieved by direct 
negotiations between the interested parties 
which will bring benefits and advantages 
Israel and her neighbors. Our contribution 1 
peace is peace, goodwill and the beneficial coll 
boration which goes along with it. 
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The Labor Movement and Jewish 


Secularism 
by Mordecai M. Kaplan 


Wwe" SHOULD be the next step in Jewish 
secularism, as represented by the cooper- 
ative labor movement in Israel and by its friends 
in America? 

The fact that this particular type of Jewish 
secularism is dominant in the Yishuv, from the 
standpoint of building, defending and leading, 
renders the next step to be taken by it of decisive 
influence on the future of Jewry both in Israel 
and in the Diaspora. 


The direction which that type of secularism 
will take will be determined by its own past 
and by the specific character it has achieved since 
its inception. For that reason it is important to 
have a clear notion of what motivated not so 
much Jewish secularism in general but the parti- 
cular form of it which is an integral part of the 
Zionist movement. 


There are two Zionisms. One is the Zionism 
which is a political endeavor of Jews to secure 
a legally established national home or state. As 
such it includes Jews of varying religious and 
economic ideologies. 


The other is the Zionism of Pinsker, Herzl, 
Ahad Haam, Weizmann and Ben-Gurion. It 
represents a definite break with the traditional 
conception of the status of the Jews as suffering 
exile for their sins and condemned to endure exile 
until the advent of the Messiah. The repudiation 
of that conception of the status of the Jews was 
part of the rejection of the entire traditional 
ideology concerning the world, human life and 

That second Zionism is the most dynamic ex- 
Pression of Jewish secularism. It is Jewish in the 
sense that its objective is the reconstruction of 
Jewish life for the purpose of perpetuating it 
asa creative force in relation to the non-Jewish 
World as well as in the relation to the individual 
Jew. It is secularism, not in the sense of being 
either materialistic or atheistic, for it could not 
be either and yet be Jewish. The very desire to 
tesurrect the Jewish people implies a passionate 
faith in spiritual forces which are negated by 








Dr. Kaplan is the founder of the Reconstructionist 
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materialism and atheism. Who but ardent be- 
lievers in the power of the spirit would stub- 
bornly have refused the Uganda offer, when the 
possibility of obtaining Palestine seemed as re- 
mote as the millenium, or even if near at hand 
amounted to acquiring a swampy, denuded 
wasteland and a coastland of arid dunes. 


THis sEcOND Zionism is secularism first in the 

sense that it refuses to subscribe to the tradi- 
tional belief that man’s self-fulfillment is pos- 
sible only in another sphere of reality or only in 
a world which is not subject to the limitations 
of physical and human nature. On the contrary, 
it affirms that this world with all its imperfec- 
tions must be made the scene of man’s salvation. 


Secondly, it is secularism in the sense that it 
refuses to subscribe to the traditional belief that 
the conditions for redemption whether collective 
or individual must be left to God, man’s part 
consisting in the act of faith as expressed in the 
principle of the Maimonidean creed. Zionism 
as a philosophy of life counters this belief with 
the conviction that for redemption to come 
about man must take the initiative in creating 
the conditions which are essential to it. 


Thirdly, it is secularism in the sense that it 
breaks with the traditional conception of Jew- 
ish polity as divinely ordained. According to 
that conception all authority is derived from 
God through the Torah, and only those who 
are duly ordained or recognized as experts in 
the knowledge of the Torah and as subscribing 
to its teachings and ordinances have the last 
word in deciding all questions of conduct and 
faith. 

As such the Zionism which is a reconstruction 
of the Jewish people and its life insists on vesting 
all authority in the people which they transfer 
as a matter of free consent to those whom they 
regard as expert in the understanding of their 
needs and capable of furthering both from the 
standpoint of personal character and ability. 


HE COOPERATIVE labor movement in accepting 
this Jewish secularism, which has given rise to 
Zionism as the reconstruction of the Jewish peo- 
ple and its life, has gone one step further. It has 
taken into account a principle that is often over- 
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looked in the pursuit of high ideals. That is the 
principle that you cannot separate means from 
ends. It is the very antithesis of what some of 
the most idealistic movements have often acted 
on, namely, that the end justifies the means. 


The cooperative labor movement recognized 
from the very beginning that an Eretz Yisrael 
built by methods of exploitation, such as taking 
advantage of the poverty and weakness of the 
native population, could not become a desirable 
home for the Jews. 


The fact that the early pioneers in the move- 
ment became aware of the folly of such a course 
through the hardships which could not be suc- 
cessfully overcome except by cooperative effort 
and self-labor does not detract from their 
achievement. The ability to make a virtue of a 
costly necessity that leads to constructive results 
presupposes a leaning to virtue. Had they not 
been possessed by an inherent abhorrence for ex- 
ploitation they might have found other ways 
of circumventing the hardships of colonization. 

If on the other hand, they had chosen to adopt 
a low standard of living in order not to fall back 
on cheap fellaheen labor, they would have laid 
the foundation of a Jewish State that would have 
been on the same low level of material civiliza- 
tion as the Arab States. 

Thus out of meticulous regard for the prin- 
ciple that the means determine the end, the co- 
operative labor movement succeeded in translat- 
ing Zionism into a deliberate attempt to combine 
the high ethical purpose of justice and coopera- 
tion derived from the Jewish prophetic tradi- 
tion with the attractive form supplied by the 
high standard of living which is the product of 
Western civilization. For a pioneer society this 
is indeed a grandiose and unprecedented syn- 
thesis. No other civilization, not even the Anglo- 
Saxon, at its spiritual best, like the Puritan set- 
tlements, can point to this kind of pioneering. 


Such an achievement would not have been 
possible without the moral and financial support 
of the Zionist movement in general and par- 
ticularly the friends of Labor Zionism in the 
Diaspora. Though the context in which Labor 
Zionism sought to achieve the synthesis of Pro- 
phetic purpose and Western form was mainly 
life in Eretz Yisrael, the life of Labor Zionists 
here and elsewhere was enriched through their 
efforts. The contact with the achievements of 
the cooperative labor movement in Israel led to 
the cultivation of Jewish cultural and ethical 
values which gave meaning to their identity as 
Jews in a non-Jewish environment. 

However, we must direct attention upon our 
future as Jews in the Diaspora, whose future is 
not to be in Israel. The more provision we make 
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for such a future, the more energy we shall lay 
up for the long pull needed to save the situation 
in Israel. We must realize that the establishment 
of the State of Israel has created conditions 
which have rendered unworkable many of the 
concepts and values of the Zionist movement, 
whether general or Laborite. They have als 
brought forth problems which can no longer be 
left in abeyance. 

The creation of the term Israeli for a citizen 
of the State of Israel necessitates a redefinition 
of the term Jew. Moslems and Christians can 
also be Israelis. Israel, though established by Jews 
and predominantly Jewish in culture and social 
institutions, is not a Jewish state. If Israel were 
Jewish State it would compromise the civic 
status of Jews in other countries, by implying 
that they were also its nationals. 


All that is more than a question of semantics, 


It is a question of what we believe should be 
the future of Jewry in the Diaspora, whether 


we should seek to keep it alive or let it be ab- 


sorbed by the majority populations. 


The effect of the establishment of Israel, in- 
stead of silencing all doubts as to the feasibility 
or worthwhileness of Jewish survival in the 
Diaspora, has reenforced both the survivalists and 
the assimilationists in their respective conten- 
tions. The survivalists point to the accession of 
confidence and self-respect which the events in 
Israel have produced as proof of the invigorating 
effect which Israel is bound to have on Jewish 
life elsewhere. On the other hand, others voice 
the same negation of Jewish life in the Diaspora 
that many Zionists, particularly the most active 
and zealous among them, have been voicing 
whenever the question was aired with regard 
to the future of Jewry. It is, no doubt, possible 
to advance good reasons both for and against 
the likelihood of Jewish group survival in the 
Diaspora. In the final analysis whatever reasons 
would be advanced could be shown to be rationa- 
lization of what is basically an act of will. 


NortHINc can be more fantastic than to assume 
that a considerable number of American 
Jews will wish to migrate to Israel. We must 
count on the five million Jews in this country 
remaining permanently here. Were conditions 
here to become such as to render their stay in- 
secure, it is inconceivable that they could look 
to Israel for greater security. For then, 
forbid, we should have nothing less than a politi- 


cal earthquake which would make the entire 


world unsafe for Jews. 

American Jews are committed to the process 
of integration into American life and culture. 
That, however, does not necessarily mean the 
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ultimate disappearance of identifiable Jewish 
group life. Integration, like the three imperia- 
lisms so clearly described by Owen Lattimore in 
his Situation in Asia is also of three types: cum- 
ulative integration in which the minority treats 
itself and is treated as alien; absorptive integra- 
tion, in which the majority group insists that 
the minority group surrender all individuality; 
and incorporative integration, in which the min- 
ority group becomes an integral part of the life 
of the majority without surrendering its indi- 
vidual character. 

Whether American Jews will achieve this in- 
corporative type of integration depends entirely 
upon themselves. Those who have been identified 
with Labor Zionism will play a decisive role in 
determining the kind of integration Jews will 
choose for themselves whether it is to be ab- 
sorptive or incorporative. Those Labor Zionists 
who count upon a future for American Jewry 
will have to articulate the following principles 
as the basis for their hopes and efforts. 


First, they will have to subscribe to the con- 
cept of a Jewish people. That is henceforth to 
be no vague term for an amorphous conglom- 
erate, but a specific designation of the status of 
Jews within and outside Israel, whose bond of 
unity derives from a common historic civiliza- 
tion and a common desire to cooperate for their 
common good. The very establishment of Israel 
has made it necessary that those who are to con- 
stitute the Jewish people enter formally into a 
covenant between the Jewry of Israel and the 
Jewries in the Diaspora, to keep alive the tradi- 
tion which has kept us a people hitherto and to 
pursue common ends in line with the ethical 
and spiritual direction of that tradition. 


No covenants or formal declarations that we 
are a people can make us into a people. Being 
a people implies that all who belong to it ex- 
perience its import in their daily lives. That 
import is transmitted through face to face as- 
sociations which are themselves parts of larger 
associations. When a people lives on its own land, 
the very togetherness is enough to create media 
through which the impact of its entire being is 
communicated to each individual member. But 
a people that is dispersed and exists as a multi- 
tude of minorities either has to be forcefully 
segregated or to be voluntarily organized into 
organic communities. 

An organic community is an association of 
human beings who are bound together by com- 
mon interests that they inherited from their 
forebears and that they wish to transmit to their 
children. Where Jews live in sufficient num- 
bers to foster collectively such common interests 
they have to form into an organic community. 
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That kind of community is indispensable to the 
maintenance of Jewish identity and the foster- 
ing of Jewish life. Under modern conditions 
there must be room in it for Jews of differing 
ideologies, political, economic, and religious. 

Jewish secularists, who subscribe to the prin- 
ciple of Jewish peoplehood and are vitally con- 
cerned in the development of the Jewish com- 
munity in Israel, should take a leading part in 
the establishment and maintenance of the Jewish 
communities in the Diaspora. 


Insofar as these communities will have to be 
based upon voluntarism, they will depend for 
their existence and effective functioning upon 
mass rather than upon class. Those in the upper 
brackets economically or culturally will be sub- 
ject, as they have always been, to the tendency 
of gravitating toward the majority population 
with its large reservoir of social power. 


In addition to helping build organic Jewish 
communities Labor Zionists who look to a future 
for American Jewry should concentrate on fur- 
thering the experiments being conducted in Israel 
in socializing the economic process and on trans- 
mitting to Jewish life here the lessons learned 
from that experimentation. It would be contrary 
to the political amenities of nations for Labor 
Zionists to meddle in the party politics of the 
Laborites in Israel. But that should not prevent 
American Labor Zionists from extending such 
aid and resources to the economy of Israel as 
would help to socialize it and to eliminate from 
it the factor of exploitation. 


No less important is it for American Labor 
Zionists to engage here in the socialization of 
the economic process of which they themselves 
are a part, whether it be through labor unions, 
consumers cooperatives or in association with 
socially progressive bodies in civic life. 


If carried on in the spirit in which cooperative 
movements have been fostered in Israel, Jews 
need have no more fear of being identified with 
social democracy or with democratic socialism 
than Quakers have of being identified with paci- 
fism. 


A third element in the Labor Zionist program 
for American Jewish life is one which has never 
figured in the movement, and which will at 
first probably arouse considerable resistance. But 
if I understand Labor Zionism aright, it is open- 
minded and not shackled by any orthodoxies 
of its own. 

The secularism of Labor Zionism is a secular- 
ism which is entirely compatible with the belief 
in spiritual values. Zionism as such, and Labor 
Zionism in particular, represent not a verbal, 
but an active, faith in the fundamental prin- 
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ciple by which the Jewish people has lived, as 
summed up in the words of the prophet, “Not 
by force nor by might, but by My spirit, saith 
the Lord.” 


[F Lasor Zionism is to help build Jewish life 

in this country, it will have to make this faith 
explicit so as to motivate that life as well as to 
indicate why we seek to perpetuate it. That in- 
volves giving this faith the status and the out- 
ward expression of religion. Before that can 
come about, we shall have to rid our minds of 
the conventional antithesis of religion to secu- 
larism. 


Having explained what we should understand 
by secularism let me say a word about religion. 


“The error in orthodox and Marxist econo- 
mics,” says Bertrand Russell, “is not merely the- 
oretical, but is of the greatest practical im- 
portance, and has caused some of the principal 
events of recent times to be misunderstood. It 
is only by realizing that love of power is the 
cause of the activities that are important in 
social affairs that history, whether ancient or 
modern, can be rightly interpreted.” 


What the Jewish people throughout its his- 
tory has been trying to say about religion is this: 


Journey 
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“Tt is the function of religion to get man fo syp. 
due and socialize his love of power.” 

It seems to me that no group in Jewry is a 
qualified as the Labor Zionist group to bring 
out into the open that fundamentally Jewis, 
interpretation of religion. That is the interpreta. 
tion of religion which the prophets have enun. 
ciated and which, due to our preoccupation with 
the struggle for survival, has had to lie dormant 
all these centuries. 

Now we have come to a point when activat. 
ing the prophetic interpretation of religion has 
become the main prerequisite to our survival 
both in Israel and in the Diaspora. We must seek 
to foster Jewish life which is ethnic in content, 
social-democratic in form, religious in purpose, 

Let us hope that both the will to live as Jews 
and the will to see justice established on the earth 
will impel all associated with Labor Zionism to 
transcend their prejudices and misconceptions 
which prevent them from realizing that religion 
is as capable of being purified of its errors, 
crudities and abuses as are science, arts, politics, 
economics and education. Like them it has an 
indispensable contribution to make. It seeks to 
prevent man from playing God, by making him 
aware of the cosmic Power that is behind all 
human endeavor to establish freedom, justice 
and peace in the world. 


to Israel 


by Waldo Frank 


Leaders In Israel 


HE WoRD “in” is deliberate. My sense of all 
the leaders with whom I talked in Israel is 
of their closeness . . . almost their intellectual 
and spiritual identity ... with the little nation’s 
common men and women. This means a strength 
of solidarity; but it could also mean a weakness 
and a danger. For closeness to the immediate 
drives of life, without detachment through a 
guiding principle, may blur perception. 

As I recall these leaders, so devotedly and gal- 
lantly at work with problems which bare reason 
might call insoluble (the Arab threat, the lack 
of adequate arms, the chaos of immigrants who 





These two articles are part of a series by Waldo Frank 
written for leading Latin American newspapers from 
Mexico south to Uruguay and Chile. Jewish Frontier has 
printed four of the articles in the two previous numbers 
and concludes the series in this number. 


in eight years have more than doubled the popu- 
lation, and above all the craven policy of the 
Powers blinded by their own immediate fears), 
they remind me less of leaders in other lands 
than of the sabras, their own young native-born. 
I think of their relaxed good humor, of their 
instinctive self-confidence (traits of youth). | 
remember the joke by which they “explain” 
their 1948 victory over huge odds: “We had a 
Secret Weapon; it was that we had no choice.” 
Doubtless, many of Israel’s leaders are uncom- 
monly able men and women. But the trait of 
them all, typified by their Prime Minister, is an 
intimate domestic relation with the people— 
even with the new Oriental immigrant: a rela- 
tion like an elder brother’s or sister’s. 

I think, for example, of Golda Myerson, then 
Minister of Labor. Mrs. Myerson lives in a spaci- 
ous apartment overlooking the Judean hills, 
with Israeli pictures on the walls, including 4 
photo of her young son, a cellist, whom Casals 
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has accepted as a pupil. (“But of course,” she 
explained to me, “in the present crisis he won’t 
go to Casals, he won’t leave Israel.”) The tea 
she served me included a chocolate cake, baked 
by her own hands. One sensed that for this 
potent, grim Old Testament woman, Israel is 
the dominant “child.” A child needs a home to 
live in, to grow in. Golda Myerson’s career has 
been to build and to defend this home. 


Or I think of Yigael Yadin, Army chief-of- 
staff during the Arab war, and archaeologist! 
The scholar-soldier lives in a startlingly modern 
house with functional furniture and modern 
Israeli paintings on the walls. How, I asked 
him, could a digger of ruins, a decipherer of 
manuscripts, so swiftly learn the techniques of 
battle? The science of war, he answered,— aside 
from the manuals which anyone can learn in a 
few weeks, is the application of common sense 
to specific situations. The chief problem is ¢o 
know your own forces and to know your enemy. 
Then he showed me, with delight, the ‘“‘Genesis” 
he has recently discovered among the Dead Sea 
Scrolls: a popular version which tells the reader 
what Rachel cooked for supper and what Sarah 
wore. Yadin is an urbane, mentally mobile and 
brilliant man, equipped with the West’s culture 
but essentially a sabra (born in Jerusalem) for 
whom Israel is the domestic reality faced with 
certain domestic problems. 


Or I think of Gershon Agron, founder of the 
Jerusalem Post, now Mayor of the city. Agron, 
born in Russia, was educated in America where 
he became a journalist. He and his wife re- 
ceived me also in an ultra-modern house il- 
lumined with modern and ancient Jewish art. 
His books (largely on politics and art) towered 
on the shelves above: him (he is a little man). 
It was plain he was having a good time running 
Jerusalem (as Fiorello LaGuardia enjoyed run- 
ning New York). Burly, sanguine, he confessed 
to me with a grin that the Israeli boys often 
hanker for a chance to get at the Arabs—to end 
the endless border provocations. “With one arm 
—meaning tank or plane—we can lick them. 
But we need to have the one.” 


Above all, I think’ of Lieut. Colonel Dina 
Werth, who showed me around the “‘boot-camp” 
for girl soldiers, over which she presides. A 
motherly woman but strong and dominant— 
perhaps even domineering; both tender and 
ruthless. One can see what made her a success 
as a soldier. We lunched with the 18-year old 
recruits, and there were other guests: a small 
delegation of uniformed Burmese women sol- 
diers sent by their government to learn Israeli 
methods for training girls. We talked of the 
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personal problems of the girls. The nervous and 
possessive fathers make the most trouble, Col. 
Werth informed me. And while she answered 
my questions,— instinctively, unconsciously, Col. 
Werth took the orange from my plate and neatly 
peeled and quartered it, for me! 

I lack space for even the briefest sketches. . . 
Of Zalman Aranne, Minister of Education and 
Culture: old-school Russian intellectual whose 
task, as he sees it, is to “house culturally” the Ori- 
ental Jews who are now half the population. He 
spoke like a housekeeper faced with the need 
of finding beds for the new family members who 
had come to stay. And when he led me to the 
balcony outside his office which directly over- 
looks the forbidden Old City, and looked down 
on it, I could feel his poignant feeling about 
these insane barriers . . . Of Mordecai Bentov, 
Minister of Industrial Development, member of 
the extreme Left Mapam, a sensitive, lonely 
little man (although he comes from a kibbutz) 
who, it is clear, needs the support of the col- 
lective—hence his faith in Russia... Of Moshe 
Sharett, the former Foreign Minister, shrewd, 
agile-minded (his childhood was lived in an Arab 
village), perhaps too proud of his rational 
powers ... Of President Itzhak Ben Tzvi, in 
much the opposite of Sharett: a man essentially 
naive and simple-minded, whose long career as 
a Labor Zionist has not blurred his poetic vision. 
When he protested to me that the Arabs would 
not accept the fact of Israel’s existence and of 
its victory, I felt that for him the war had been 
a kind of chess-game, won by the superior chess- 
ability of the Israelis. If only life were as simple 
as chess! 

Of course, Israel has another kind of leader, 
typified by Martin Buber, the mystic philosopher 
and Hugo Bermann, the social thinker. Such 
men stress the paramount importance of creative 
Arab-Israeli relations, their irresistible destiny 
to live together. ‘They are respected, but not 
heeded. They are not leaders im Israel today. 


BUT ONE MAN, now in his 70th year, by a kind 

of natural selection, has become Israel’s 
archetype-leader. David Ben-Gurion came to 
Palestine in 1906; worked as a common laborer 
on collective farms; helped found the Labor 
movement; was exiled by the Turks; practised 
Zionist journalism in New York, returning to 
the Holy Land as soon as the First World War 
was won; became head of the Haganah (Israel’s 
nuclear army under the British Mandate) ; pro- 
claimed the Republic, and is today Prime Min- 
ister and Minister of Defence. 


Ben-Gurion is a very short, very powerful 
man... an abbreviated giant, whose physique 
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typifies his small yet complete nation. His cold, 
keen eyes, with their glint of blue and green, 
both observe and bar the observing man from 
the thought that goes on behind them. His body 
seems to have retained, on purpose, the rough- 
ness of the common worker, while his mind has 
grown resourceful and enriched with knowledge 
of history, of literature and of men. But all his 
thinking is subservient to a discipline of action 
which he has figured out and believes in: the 
necessity of toughness in dealing not only with 
the Arabs but also with the Western powers. 
It is not a metaphysical mind, not the mind of 
a poet—except in so far as love is always re- 
lated to beauty. In its command of facts it is a 
practical mind. In its devotion to Israel’s survi- 
val it is nonetheless the mind of a lover. 


As I talked candidly with Ben-Gurion, (and 
as I heard him address the great Labor Conven- 
tion) I was constantly reminded of Winston 
Churchill. Both men represent the final flower 
of a great tradition. Both men love what they 
defend. But the differences between Britain’s 
empire fighting for continued power and Israel’s 
little nation fighting for the right to live give all 
the moral advantage to Ben-Gurion. Churchill 
loves England’s power, and that power is an end 
in itself. Ben-Gurion governs shrewdly to achieve 
power—whose end is his love of his people. 
Here is the man’s strength. 


All this makes David Ben-Gurion the in- 
evitable ¢actical leader in Israel’s day of immedi- 
ate mortal peril. Whether he has the perspective 
of depth to inspire the lasting strategy for Isra- 
el’s growth and health when it becomes—as it 
should—an integral and crucial part of the pre- 
dominantly Arab East, is a question that can be 
answered only when Israel’s right ¢o exist has 
been honored by the Powers; and for this first 
step he is well qualified. The outrage of the Arab 
governments’ present position of denying the 
right of life to Israel rests squarely upon the 
pusillanimity and blindness and hypocrisy of the 
Powers. Without their negative support, the 
basic Arab outrage would vanish. Here lies Is- 
rael’s first need; and Ben-Gurion appears to be 
the man to meet it. 


The Quest for the Normal 


Ox MY FIRST evening in Jerusalem, after my 

hosts had left me (they thought) in order 
that I might rest, I went into the streets, as I 
like to do, to taste the city. I followed the Jaffa 
Road (by day swarming with busy men and 
women in every kind of garb worn from Broad- 
way to the Arabian desert). I knew that this 
street, not far above the Jaffa Gate in the ancient 
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city walls, ran into the enemy line held by the 
kingdom of Jordan. But I presumed it would 
be cut off by barricade or barbed wire. The 
street was empty and silent, the granite houses 
were dark. I came to a blank wall jutting at 
an angle, and beyond was unobstructed dark. 
ness. 


Suddenly a voice shouted: “Stop!” 


In the shadow of an unlighted house, a man 
and a girl were gesticulating toward me. “You're 
in no-man’s land!” the youth soberly said, 
“Come back before you’re shot.” 


“What are you doing here?” I asked, as | 
came closer. 


They were giving Hebrew lessons to the 
women of families from Iraq, who lived in 
these abandoned houses (most of the men can 
read) ; and they gladly took me with them. The 
girl was born in Israel—a sabra; the young man 
was a tall, strong, blond fellow from Berlin, 
They belonged toa group called “Line of Volun- 
teers” who gave their free evenings after work 
to these missionary tasks. Also they considered 
themselves the conscience of the state, exposing 
corruption and incompetence in the public serv- 
ice (a function dangerously like that of vigi- 
lantes, and frowned on by the government), 
Sniping along the tortuous Armistice lines oc- 
curs nightly. Thanks to this couple I was not 
destined to be shot in my first hours in the coun- 
try. And this was my fortunate introduction 
to the Israeli youth. 


We entered a room which a single electric 
bulb revealed as high, bare and cold. Six humble 
beds lined the damp walls. The girls with their 
books and notebooks had large and docile eyes 
Over them stood the men, young and old, 
watching the lesson, while a grandmother served 
us Turkish coffee in thimble-size cups. These 
young Iraqis, some of them still in Oriental 
dress, this girl born on a kibbutz of East Euro- 
pean parents, socialist and non-religious, this 
cool, capable Western Jew, versed in occidental 
culture, whose parents had escaped from Hitler: 
I was to find their brothers and sisters in the 
collective farms, in the army where the girls too 
are soldiers, in the technical schools, in the new 
industries of Sodom and the Negev, in the ports 
where for the first time I saw Jewish longshore- 
men (who resemble the sea-port workers the 
world over). The gallant Israeli youth! Can 
I safely generalize about them? 


Their most essential trait, I think — and the 
most surprising—is sobriety: distrust of enthv- 
siasms of all kinds. They refuse the romantic, 
the mystical, the fanatic, the heroic. What they 
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seek, what they love, what they are living for 
and ready to die for, is the normal. 

I recall the Communist youths of the 1920s 
whom I knew in Russia and elsewhere. They 
were fanatics, they were enthusiasts and abso- 
jutists; they thirsted to be martyrs. Utopia for 
them was just around the corner; all they re- 
quired to reach it was to learn a few laws in the 
Marxist Bible, to knock down a few bad capital- 
ists and their lackeys—and here it would be! 
There was something touching about these revo- 
jutionary youths: they were unstable, unreal- 
istic, vulnerable—and indeed they became the 
easy prey of demagogues and bosses. The youth 
of Israel is the antithesis of these Utopians who 
so easily degenerate into fascists. The typical 
young Israeli is cool, sober, collected, the enemy 
of absolutisms and of dogma. Many have been 
heroes—and martyrs. Do not use the word, if 
you want them to respect you! 

There are exceptions. I recall for instance the 
kvutza of Mevuot Betar bare and alone in the 
Judean hills, at the very edge of the Jordan line, 
bristling with guns. Its members belong to the 
Herut, an extreme rightist party which demands 
that all Palestine, on both sides of the Jordan, 
become Jewish, even at the price of war. It is 
asmall group with 15 members of the Knesset’s 
120 (they are exactly balanced by the extreme 
left parties: the 15 of the Mapam and the com- 
munists). Its members are likely to be doctri- 
naire: literal followers of a theory. And it is 
perhaps not an accident that most of the mem- 
bers of this kvutza come from Latin American 
countries—for the Spanish heritage is one of 
heroic and fanatical extremes. The unofficial 
leader who showed me round the barren acres 
which have not yet begun to flower might have 
been a saint out of a picture by El Greco: lean, 
burning of eye. But even these extremists, stu- 
dying the improvement of their land and the 
defense of their outpost, are primarily cool and 
practical workers. ... And I recall a long three- 
hour talk I had with a gaunt, highly intellectual 
young man who had belonged to the Sternists, 
a terrorist group who figured (perhaps rightly) 
that a few political assasinations and bombings 
would dislodge the British from their Mandate 
without the far greater loss of pitched battles. 
This tense young man, whose face was noble, 
outlined to me what he deemed the major sins 
of the present state of Israel: its connection with 
bourgeois world-Jewry and with the imperial- 
isms of the U.S. and Britain. If Israel were alone, 
he argued, the Arabs might love the Jews... . 


Such exceptions are important; they reveal 
the variety of the Israeli nature. But the rank 
and file of the youth of Israel are not concerned 


15 


with political philosophy. They have work to 
do: their specific share in the creating of a 
nation. It is to them a xormal nation; it has 
a language, a share of the earth, a history and 
a future—like any nation. It’s small, and they 
know it. They have no desire to be mighty. It 
has played a great role in the world’s cultures, 
and this is of small interest to them. They hardly 
think of themselves as Jews—a word that sug- 
gests all the abnormalities of the centuries of 
exile. They are Israelis. If they’re attacked 
again, as in 1948, they will defend their land 
on every front, in every commune. Against 
this probability, they build shelters, dig trenches, 
that make every settlement a fortress, But 
whatever their work, they sing soberly, and 
laugh. For even if war comes, it will be normal 
in this war-ridden world. Even if death comes, 
defending their land and their children, it will 
be normal. As to their nation, they are so full 
of life they can conceive of Israel’s not living 
no more than of the land’s disappearing. 

For almost two thousand years (except for 
brief generations in Spain and North Africa), 
the Jews have led lives of abnormality. The 
badge of the Jew, by the measure of other na- 
tions, has been the abnormal: even the genius, 
even the name of the Jew! The young Israelis 
instinctively resent any characterization which 
would again mark them as abnormal. To be 
“the chosen of God”; to be called on to make 
“the perfect society”; to admit Israel’s “special 
mission among the nations”—they reject and 
refuse. They are simply Israeli men and women, 
living their own lives at last! And the relief 
and joy of it is so great that even the threat of 
war and annihilation cannot mar it. 

Thus, out of the creative centuries in which 
the Jews were crucified because of their Jewish- 
ness as a people apart, has sprung this thirst of 
the Israelis to be—not saviors, not leaders, not 
God’s Sacrifice—but normal people. 

+ % + 


This need is visible in every child whose gifts 
and circumstance will compel it to lead an in- 
tensely individual life. Such a child hungers to 
“belong” ;—and this need must be nurtured and 
respected. The history of the Jews has not been 
a usual story. And the present nation of Israel, 
in neither its origins, its energies nor its situa- 
tion, is normal. Soon the youth of Israel will 
know this. Then they will face the metaphys- 
ical and cultural problems of their future. For 
the present, it suffices them that they live and 
that they work, and that—out of love and need 
—they have created a nation! Who that has 
encountered this youth, in its daily tasks and 
daily song, can doubt that God is in it! 
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Parties and 





JEWISH Front 


Candidates 


by C. Bezalel Sherman 


HE PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN, in full swing 

since the nominating convention in August, 
has thus far failed to develop anything novel in 
American political behavior. Electioneering pro- 
ceeds along trodden paths, with the Republican 
party machine well oiled and amply financed, 
and the Democrats plagued by cracks in their 
party structure. The charges and counter- 
charges hurled by the candidates against each 
other have a familiar ring: “Creeping socialism” 
is the accusation most frequently used by the 
Republicans, and “subservience to Big Business” 
is the—far more justified—cry raised by the 
Democrats. The only new issue injected into 
the present campaign—Eisenhower’s health—is 
one which both parties approach with trepida- 
tion. It is an issue which is neither grounded 
in political tradition nor rooted in social philos- 
ephy; and it is impossible to assay its impact in 
terms of party expediency. 

The Republicans are running on a platform 
of Peace and Prosperity while the Democrats 
are making determined attempts to expose the 
precariousness of the peace and the inadequacies 
of the prosperity. Both camps fully realize that 
the race is ultimately between Eisenhower and 
the Democrats. GOP chances rest not on Re- 
publican strength but on Eisenhower’s coat-tails; 
and the Democrats know that, to succeed, they 
must destroy the father image the “I like Ike” 
slogan has created with the help of the over- 
whelming majority of the press and other opin- 
ion-molding agencies. 

As for the two platforms, there is more shad- 
ow-boxing between them than genuine clash on 
fundamental issues. So deeply ingrained in the 
standard of living have become some of the re- 
forms initiated by the New Deal and Fair Deal 
that it would no more occur to the Republicans 
to repeal them than it would occur to the British 
Tories to annul the welfare state measures the 
Labor government has enacted. Social security, 
unemployment insurance, minimum wages and 
similar legislation have become as permanent a 
part of social life in the United States as uni- 
versal education. The Republicans, bitterly op- 
posed to this legislation at the time it was under 
consideration in Congress, insist in their latest 
platform that they can do a better job of en- 
forcing it than the Democrats who introduced 
the reforms. 

This is not to say that there are no real dif- 
ferences between the two platforms. There are, 


first, differences of nuance, priority and empha. 
sis—matters of consequence in political life; and 
there are, second, differences of substance, par. 
ticularly as regards the planks dealing with the 
utilization of natural resources, the Taft-Hart. 
ley law, farm problems, and the interests of 
small business. On foreign affairs the Demo- 
cratic party is a little more realistic and inter- 
nationally minded than the Republican one. The 
latter merely approves all of the vacillations, re- 
treats and aimless driftings of the Eisenhower 
administration as examples of matchless states- 
manship. The Republican platform calls for 
the continuance of the Dulles policy of appeas- 
ing the Arab dictators at the expense of the 
State of Israel and the rights of American Jewish 
citizens. The Democrats, contrariwise, demand 
the abandonment of this policy and insist on 
helping Israel to reestablish the balance of power 
that existed in the Middle East before the Com- 
munist countries embarked on a program of 
arming the Arab regimes to the teeth. 

With all due respect to these, and other, dif- 
ferences it still remains a fact however that, in 
terms of platform alone, there is not much to 
distinguish one party from the other. Both 
platforms are vague documents, replete with 
glittering generalities and pious platitudes, and 
both are full of contradictions, in that they rep- 
resent tortured efforts to compose the conflicting 
views within the parties themselves. And it 
takes a lot of composing to reconcile the politi- 
cal outlook of a Jacob Javitz with that of a 


William Jenner in the Republican Party, or of a | 


Herbert Lehman and a William Byrd in the 
Democratic party. 

In the sense in which the term is used in other 
democratic lands, they are hardly parties at all, 
lacking as they do a crystallized political philos- 
ophy and a solid social base. The Republican 
and Democratic parties are neither consolidated 
organizations nor ideological movements; they 
require no definite commitments from their 
members and have no set rules of guiding disci- 
pline. Persons elected to public office under the 
Democratic or Republican emblem may disre- 
gard party platform and leadership and never- 
theless continue to enjoy the benefits accruing 
from party affiliation. 


QORGANIZATIONALLY, too, the major American 
parties are unlike the parties in the rest of the 
Western world. They are loosely knit, confed- 
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erations comprising 48 semi-autonomous state 
parties plus a plethora of blocs, which, in this 
country, fulfill the function independent par- 
ties perform in other lands. And it is precisely 
this situation that keeps the two-party system 
alive in the United States; for no party is ever 
fully in power and no party is ever completely 
out of power here. Certain Republican and 
Democratic blocs frequently combine forces 
and form a bipartisan majority in the legislative 
halls; but not even the greatest triumph of either 
party in Federal elections can eliminate the other 
party from control in some parts of the country. 
{t can never happen that the President, the for- 
ty-eight governors and the majority of both 
houses of Congress as well as of all state legis- 
latures should all belong to one party at the same 
time. Political power is thus always divided 
between the Republicans and the Democrats; 
and this in turn stimulates the formation of 
blocs within them on the one hand, and dis- 
courages the blocs from deviating too far from 
the official course on the other hand. The vari- 
ous groups represented by the blocs find that 
they can accomplish more by internal pressure 
in a major party than by organizing into small 
parties of their own. The bloc system is both 
a source of conflict and a unifying force in the 
American political arena. 

In an article entitled Presidential Leadership 
and Party Responsibility in the September 
1956 issue of the Annals of the American 
Academy of Political and Social Science, Profes- 
sor Peter H. Odegard makes this observation: 
“Our two great parties are in many ways like 
Tweedledee and Tweedledum. They agree on 
vastly more issues than they disagree on.” And 
then he adds: “Yet fundamentally they differ 
not only in detail but on important matters of 
public policy.” The differences, as pointed out, 
are to be sought less in platforms than in their 
day by day activities. 

These activities are marked by struggles be- 
tween liberal and conservative blocs. In the 
Republican party, conservatism usually wins 
where Federal elections are involved, whereas 
the liberal elements normally emerge victorious 
in the Democratic party. The reason is obvious: 
it is possible for the Republicans to win national 
elections with reactionary candidates; the Dem- 
ocrats however are doomed without the sup- 
port of labor, small farmers, Negroes and other 
ethnic voters. This explains why every Dem- 
ocratic presidential candidate since the turn of 
the century, with the exception of John W. 
Davis who had not the slightest chance of being 
elected in 1924, came from the liberal wing of 
the party despite the tremendous influence of 
the southern leaders. 
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Madison Avenue is using its best soap opera 
methods to create the optical illusion of a new 
Eisenhower passionately dedicated to the fash- 
ioning of a new Republican Party. The con- 
vention in San Francisco offered additional 
proof, if any were necessary, that the control 
of the GOP still resides where it always resided 
—in the Old Guard which cannot do without 
Eisenhower but considers Richard Nixon its real 
spokesman. 

The liberal voter will have no choice on 
November sixth but to vote for Stevenson. 
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Bigotry in 
by Eliezer 


5 lea HIsToRIc parallels between Israel and the 
United States have often been pointed out: 
both were founded by people seeking refuge 
from persecution; both secured their liberty by 
fighting for it; both experienced tremendous 
waves of immigration and faced the problem 
of assimilating diverse cultures, etc. While 
these parallels are usually alluded to for “inspi- 
rational” purposes, it may perhaps be appropri- 
ate to examine one of the unpleasant parallels 
that mark the founding period of the two coun- 
tries. 

Present-day events in Israel recall an earlier 
period in American history when those who had 
come to these shores to escape religious persecu- 
tion visited that same persecution upon people 
who insisted upon the right to their own point 
of view. Tolerance of religious differences is a 
cardinal point by which a country is measured. 
Some countries—like the U.S. and, we hope, 
Israel—grow religiously. Others prove their 
backwardness by remaining as religiously in- 
tolerant as they were a thousand years ago. 

Ever since the beginning of the return of the 
Jewish people to Eretz Yisrael some sixty years 
ago, until very recently, no one seriously ques- 
tioned the right of the Orthodox groups to 
speak on behalf of the “religious segment of the 
population.” The Turkish Government before 
World War I, in line with its policy of recog- 
nizing the religious leaders and religious insti- 
tutions of its minority populations, established 
the authority of the local rabbis and the rab- 
binical courts in the Holy Land. This custom 
was accepted by the British and was later 
expanded under the Mandate to include the 
establishment of the Chief Rabbinate and the 
Chief Rabbinical Bet Din, the national religious 
courts. 

With the establishment of the State of Israel 
the existing religious institutions were continued 
by the Coalition Government despite the ex- 
tremely sharp protests of some of the left-wing 
parties and the misgivings of other liberal and 
labor groups. Acceptance was the price that 
the religious parties demanded for entering the 
coalition. Entrusting full judicial authority 
over such matters as marriage, divorce, inheri- 
tance rights, and burial to men whose outlook 
was diametrically opposed to institutions like 
civil marriage—essential to modern communities 
—was a serious imposition upon the non-Ortho- 
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dox majority; but the military threats from 
without and the social and economic strains 
from within were of such magnitude that it was 
not desired to have the people divided on the 
religious issue as well. And so the demands of 
the religious groups were met. Their appetites, 
however, were only whetted by the concessions 
they won, and after a series of crises resulting 
from successive ultimatums, the religious parties 
forced the resignation of the first Government, 
Today, although the Government contains two 
of the four religious parties, the coalition is not 
dependent upon them and could weather a 
showdown should it come. 


With some of the internal problems of the 
State reaching a stable solution, and with a slow 
but steady penetration of Western ideas and 
personnel, dissatisfaction with the religious 
authorities grew. Demands were made by vari- 
ous groups for loosening local restrictions against 
public transportation on the Sabbath, allowing 
importation of cheap non-kosher food, relaxing 
the regulations concerning the raising of pigs, 
etc. To-date these demands have been success- 
fully fought off by the Orthodox, and, in fact, 
they have carried on a vigorous campaign for 
more stringent laws. In the main the contest 
has been between religious and the irreligious 
partisan groups, although it must be stated that 
many non-Orthodox, albeit religious people, 
maintained that such matters should be decided 
by public referendum rather than by rabbinical 
edict. 

But now a new issue has arisen which threat- 
ens to undermine the position of the religious 
groups and institutions. This is an issue raised 
by religious Jews and, is, therefore, the most 
dangerous challenge which has yet faced the 
Chief Rabbinate. The Rabbinate is aware of 
this and has reacted with all the vigor — and 
fanaticism—which it can muster. 


The conflict centers about a request made by 
Prof. Nelson Glueck, President of the Hebrew 
Union College of Cincinnati, to be allowed to 
build an American School of Archaeology in 
Jerusalem in which non-Orthodox services 
would be held. The school which has the ap- 
proval of the Government (excluding the Miz- 
rachi and Hapoel Hamizrachi parties) has been 
granted land in a central section of Jerusalem. 


With the very real threat that the school 
would be built, the Chief Rabbinate was roused 
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to action. Rabbis Herzog and Nissim, hurriedly 
convening an emergency meeting of all of the 
country’s rabbis, rallied against “the defilement 
of the Holy City.” In a press release, the Chief 
Rabbinate denounced Dr. Glueck for “daring 
to introduce a cross into the temples of God” 
by a movement “which is called Judaism but 
which is no such thing.” Reform Judaism was 
decried as ‘‘the most dangerous import we could 
bring from America.” 


[N THE FACE of this barrage, Dr. Glueck hastily 

announced that he was abandoning his plan 
to hold religious services in the proposed school. 
After a few days, however, he had a change of 
heart and declared that he would go through 
with his plans. In an effort to placate the Or- 
thodox (who had gone to the ludicrous length 
of wiring Abba Hillel Silver to intercede in 
their behalf) he assured the rabbinate that the 
services would be confined to the American 
graduate students at the school, that the services 
would be held in the library and not in a chapel, 
that there would be no permanent seating, that 
worshippers would pray with covered heads and 
exclusively in Hebrew, that there would be no 
organ, that the prayers would remain virtually 
unchanged. 


Even these concessions failed to move the 
Orthodox and there ensued a lively controversy 
in the press. The Yishuv had long been inured 
to the extreme statements of the Agudat Yisrael, 
but were completely taken aback by the fierce- 
ness of attack of the supposedly ‘‘moderate” 
religious elements. In a letter to the editor of 
the Jerusalem Post, Mr. I. Gan-Zvi, Secretary- 
General of the World Mizrachi and Hapoel Ha- 
mizrachi Religious Organization, asserted: “The 
only notion of Jewish ‘coherence’ Reform has 
ever entertained was their duty to fight for the 
effective pulverization of Jewry at large: let 
the Russian Jews be Russians, the Rumanian — 
Rumanians, and now the Moroccan—Moroc- 
cans. Let them be Hottentots if only they cease 
to be Jews... They have neither Written nor 
Unwritten Law, nor even the Ten Command- 
ments, nor even the very notion of the Almighty 
in connection with historical Jewry. In point 
of principle, there is a greater affinity of views, 
consequently of religiosity itself, between re- 
ligious Jewry and Catholics, Orthodox Protestant 
Fundamentalists and Moslems than between us 
and Reform. For all the above mentioned non- 
Jewish creeds have in common with us a living 
God, Creator, Supervisor and Judge. The God 
of the Hebrew Union College is a Deistic deity 

. more restricted in its consciousness than a 
creature of the lowest order.” 
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This display of bigotry aroused the indigna- 
tion of large sections of the press and a spate of 
letters to the editor followed, in the main critical 
of Gan-Zvi’s remarks. While many of the letters 
emanated from the non-religious section of the 
population, not a few came from outraged be- 
lievers. One of these—a letter from Prof. Yisha- 
yahu Liebowitz of the Hebrew University and 
head of the Hapoel Hadati religious movement 
— summed up the feelings of a great many 
Israelis: 


“The official representatives of Religious Jew- 
ry,” he wrote, “tare ready to acquiesce in non- 
religious education for ‘other Jews,’ in desecra- 
tion of the Sabbath [a reference to the landing 
of tourists which benefited trade] for ‘other 
Jews’; and they are even ready to enforce mil- 
itary service on ‘other Jewesses-——but by no 
means will they allow ‘other Jews’ to pray ac- 
cording to the ‘rite of Cincinnati’. . . Why is 
this last matter so horrible? Obviously because 
no profit derives from it for the religious par- 
ties.” 


The storm over the school brought on a crisis 
in the Jerusalem Municipality, the body which 
had been requested to grant a license to con- 
struct the school. When the Orthodox members 
(who together with Mapai formed the local 
coalition) refused to permit the entry of Re- 
form into the city, Mapai Mayor Gershon Ag- 
ron, a native of Philadelphia, reminded them 
that the municipality had no legal authority to 
approve or disapprove of the school on purely 
religious grounds, that it was merely a technical 
matter of deciding whether the licensing of the 
school violated either the building or zoning 
codes. Repeated Orthodox boycotts of the muni- 
cipality meetings took place, but when finally 
a vote came, the Orthodox lost, the Achdut 
Avoda, Progressive and WIZO parties having 
united with Mapai to defeat them. (The Gen- 
eral Zionists and Herut abstained.) Immediately 
after the vote the spokesman of the religious 
bloc announced that “the Labor-Religious coali- 
tion no longer existed.” The withdrawal of the 
Orthodox groups did not apparently deter them 
from retaining the various offices allotted them 
under the coalition. At a subsequent meeting 
after two votes of non-confidence in Agron, 
proposed by the Orthodox and Herut parties, 
failed, Mapai proposed that the religious groups 
be relieved of their offices. This proposal was ac- 
cepted by the Council and the two Religious 
deputy-mayors were replaced by a Progressive 
and a maverick Hapoel Hamizrachi man who 
was promptly disowned by his party. 

Thus is American history repeated: a group 
of zealots in the name of the protection of re- 
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ligion denying religious freedom to those who 
disagree with them. The bigotry being evinced 
in Jerusalem has called forth strong resentment 
among religious groups in the Diaspora. In a 
recent survey conducted in this country by the 
Reconstructionist Foundation, eighty-one Con- 
servative and Reform rabbis indicated that there 
should be a separation of Synagogue and State 
in Israel. Twenty-one Orthodox rabbis thought 
differently. Sixty-eight, as contrasted with twen- 
ty-nine, were against “religious parties” per se. 
Seventy-eight rabbis, with twenty-five in the 
opposition, indicated their belief that the Rab- 
binical Courts should not possess sole jurisdic- 
tion over such matters as marriage and divorce. 
Obviously, there is a tremendous difference be- 
tween the views of American rabbis and Israeli 
rabbis on religious matters. 


What is probably most needed today is more 
of the import from America so roundly decried 
by the Orthodox. This does not mean that the 
American version of Reform Judaism should 
be foisted on the Israelis. If a liberal religion is 
to develop, it must grow out of the experience 
of the Israelis themselves. But they must be per- 
mitted an elasticity in viewpoint to encourage 
the growth of this liberal trend. A liberal re- 
ligious outlook cannot be grafted onto the Is- 
raeli; it must grow out of him. 


The difficulty is that the Israeli today is faced 
with the unpleasant choice of either adhering to 
the Orthodox viewpoint or considering himself, 
by virtue of not having any other alternative, 
an irreligious person. When one is asked in Is- 
rael whether he is religious, the questioner is ac- 
tually asking whether he is a member of the 
Orthodox parties. It is a disheartening experience 
to try to explain to the average Israeli that one 
can be religious and not Orthodox. This is be- 
cause, in terms of religious development, Israel 
is two generations behind America. The only 
form of religion known in Israel is the form 
that was brought in by Orthodox immigrants 
from Eastern Europe. And it was the only form 
that was subsequently permitted to exist, the 
Chief Rabbinate having been empowered to de- 
signate officially who could and who could not 
serve as a rabbi. The sabra was born into either 
“religious” or “‘irreligious” families. In many in- 
stances, those born into the “religious” families 
soon realized that their background was out of 
joint with the times and left religious Judaism 
completely. There has been no discernible move- 
ment the other way. Unlike his American 
counterpart, the sabra doesn’t have a broad 
religious spectrum to choose from. And certainly 
from the point of view of his own horizons, the 
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present religious leaders have failed him, for they 
have never indicated by any action on thei 
part that there might be some conceivable link 
between religion and social justice. 


This is not to imply that the sabra is completely 
oblivious to any religious stirrings. He has dis. 
covered that his party is not God and that the 
interest in and concern for the State is no sub- 
stitute for transcendent concerns. A poignant 
expression of religious nostalgia was found in 
many of the diaries and letters of those who 
fell in the War of Independence. These writings 
expressed religious gropings which amazed even 
the parents of these men and women, who pre- 
sumably knew them most intimately. 


Despite the rigorous efforts of the Chief Rab- 
binate and its ecclesiastical cohorts to root out 
“competition,” interest in liberal religion con- 
tinues to grow. Last year, during the High Holy 
Days, a number of non-Orthodox congregations 
came into being. Some of these still exist. This 
High Holiday season should have seen them in- 
crease. Significantly enough, Western immi- 
grants organized most of them. 


While the present religious scene in Israel is 
discouraging, one should not forget the sequel 
to the period of religious intolerance in this 
country. That period matured into our present- 
day America with its broad separation of Church 
and State, and its respect for the individual 
rights of its citizens. These assuredly will come 
to Israel, too, despite the disheartening intoler- 
ance and shortsightedness of her present religious 
leaders. 





Holiday Greetings ... 


To Our Customers and Friends 


LACKAWANNA 
PANTS MFG. CO. 














New Year Greetings ... 


To All Our Friends 


MR. and MRS. RUBIN SCHWARTZ 


Detroit, Michigan 
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Bagatz: 
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Israel's High Court of Justice 


by E. David Goitein 


WwW" is a bagatz? 

.YW Ask the most profound Hebrew scholar in 
New York — he will not know the answer. Con- 
sult the latest and best Hebrew dictionary and 
you will not find the word there. Yet everyone 
living in this country knows the word, the most 
ignorant Arab in Galilee can tell you what it 
means and many an Arab in Syria, Lebanon and 
Jordan, with only a smattering of Hebrew, will 
know all about a bagatz. Until the rise of the 
State the word was unknown and without it the 
State, perhaps, could not stand. 


What, then, I repeat is a bagatz? 

The word is made up of the initial letters of 
the High Court of Justice. Bethdin Gavoa le- 
Zedek. And yet a bagatz does not ordinarily 
mean the Court, but it refers to an application 
made to the Court by a citizen who thinks he 
has been wronged either by the acts of a Minis- 
ter of State or of a government official, either 
by the army authorities or by someone in police 
uniform, by a municipality or town council. 


This Court can be approached by the humb- 
lest citizen at practically no cost to himself and 
without any delay. Very often he can get a 
hearing in this highest court in the country on 
the very day he makes his complaint and if it is 
not so urgent, within a week. Once an order is 
made against a government official, that order 
must be carried out: there is no appeal from it. 
Only the Knesset can interfere by passing a 
special law on the matter. 


This institution plays so important a part in 
the life of Israel that it may be worthwhile tak- 
ing a glance at it. 


From time to time the Court has been ap- 
proached by Arabs who complain that the police 
have arrested them as infiltrators and that they 
are in danger of being shipped across the border. 
They claim that they are good Israelis. They 
beg the Court to release them from prison and 
order the police not to send them to Syria or 


— 
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Jordan. They may be represented by an Arab 
or Jewish lawyer. If they swear that they are 
Israeli citizens that will normally be sufficient 
for the Court to call upon the police to justify 
their action, if they can, in making the arrest. 
In one case the Arab claimed that he had ac- 
tually helped the army, had crossed into Syria 
and brought back valuable information and 
that were he to be sent back to that country he 
would most certainly be shot. Three judges — 
no less and no more — sit on every such applica- 
tion and their decision, which may affect the 
very life of the petitioner, is only given after 
the most careful examination of the facts and 
after weighing the rights of the citizen — 
if he can prove he is a citizen — and the de- 
mands of security, if there be any doubt about 
his rights, 

In quite a different sphere the Court may be 
asked to solve an almost impossible problem 
arising out of the break-up of family life. The 
law may say one thing and life may say another. 


é 
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ways. In this country there are religious courts 
for Christians, Moslems and Jews. In one case 
4 Christian court gave judgment against a hus- 
band. He was to pay his wife so much alimony. 
He came to the High Court of Justice and 
argued that the Christian court was not proper- 
ly constituted because the judges had been ap- 
pointed by the Head of the Church who lives 
in Lebanon—in enemy territory. Therefore the 
judgment against him was not worth ‘the paper 
jt was written on. This gave rise toa legal bat- 
tle royal. Was Lebanon indeed enemy territory? 
Was Israel still at war with Lebanon? What 
was the effect of the armistice agreement and 
the fact that the two countries were members 
of the United Nations? Although commercial 
relations may be forbidden in time of war be- 
tween enemies, were religious ties also to be 
completely broken? In this case the High Court 
decided that the Head of the Church, although 
he lives in Lebanon, was competent to appoint 
judges in Israel and that their judgment was 
good. 


There is no more irritating battle on the home 
front than that connected with the breeding 
of pigs and the sale of bacon. The question has 
more than once nearly caused a cabinet crisis. 
As the law stands at present there is nothing to 
prevent Jews or Arabs selling bacon in their 
shops. Many people consider this to be a shock- 
ing state of affairs in a Jewish state. Others say 
that no modern country can interfere by legis- 
lation with a matter that must be left to indivi- 
dual taste. So local authorities have refused to 
grant licenses to butchers who desire to sell ham 
or bacon in their shops. The butchers have re- 
lied on the all famous bagatz. They have gone 
to the High Court and prayed that their liveli- 
hood be not taken from them as long as no law 
forbids the sale of these meats. The judges have 
not allowed themselves to be swayed one way 
or the other by the towering passions that this 
question arouses. They have said that this is 
a matter for the Knesset and for the Knesset 
alone and so long as no law makes it an offense 
to sell a particular kind of meat, a butcher may 
sell every kind of meat. 


Business men are not slow to turn to the High 
Court when some official seems to be refusing 
aright to an import or export permit — on some 
bureaucratic ground. Government plays a larger 
part in our daily lives than in many other coun- 
tries. This necessarily results in clashes between 
the citizen and the official. Very often a lawyer’s 
letter saying the client will apply to the High 
Court is sufficient to bring the official to his 
senses. Many a time, however, the official thinks 
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he is right and the citizen wrong and will refuse 
to give way. The matter is then brought before 
the Court which will try to hold an even balance 
between the outraged exporter and the deter- 
mined official. If the official can show he has 
kept within the limits of the law, the Court 
will uphold his decision. If the businessman can 
show that he is being discriminated against, that 
the objection to granting him a license is based 
on irrelevant considerations or is possibly due to 
political-party pressure, an order will be given 
forcing the official to act in accordance with law. 


Government officials, with the passing of the 
years, are growing more and more responsible 
and the number of applications to the High 
Court against them is growing less. But munici- 
palities and local councils are not always so 
circumspect and a man’s bread and butter may 
be endangered by their disregard of the law. In 
these cases — and they are many — the speedy 
intervention of the High Court does much to 
protect the right of the ordinary, simple citizen. 
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If he is entitled to bread and butter he may 
sure of getting it at the hands of the Court. 

One last word. The High Court sits in the 
city of Jerusalem. It is a stone’s throw away 
from the ancient walls. In the courtyard sy. 
rounding the building is a pillar which was jp. 
tended for the Temple, but it developed a crack 
as it was being brought to the Temple site and 
so was never used for its original purpose. It was 
left lying on the ground and there it has re. 
mained, on the same spot, for more than two 
thousand years. The judges, therefore, have ever 
before them the vision if those prophets who in 
this very city and in the courtyards of the 
Temple taught that without justice the world 
could not stand. Throwing their minds back 
over still more centuries, they hear the cry of 
Abraham: “Will the Judge of all the world not 
do justice?” 

For just that the High Court sits in Jerusalem: 
to do justice. 

Jerusalem, 1956 





Letter from Israel: 


A LATE SUMMER REPORT 


by Mendel Kohansky 


in a yarmulka with a white-and- 
blue flag in his hand and singing 
the Hatikvah in a Mississippi-ac- 
cented Hebrew. Danny Kaye re- 
turned for a two-day well-publi- 
cized surprise visit to shoot a film 
for UNICEF, and was followed 








was aT the home of a friend 

who heads an educational in- 
stitution in Jerusalem. My host 
was discussing with an associate 
details of an excursion to the Up- 
per Galilee, and there was the 
usual talk about the number of 
boys and girls participating, the 
number of cars, stopping-places, 
provisions, and so on. And then, 
without changing tone or em- 
phasis, the two went on to discuss 
the number of men with rifles 
needed, the quality of weapons and 
ammunition, all in the most mat- 
ter-of-fact fashion. 

It was a conversation most char- 
acteristic of the mood of the 
country, the mood of people who 


have long lived under conditions. 


of siege and are well prepared to 
continue living so for an indefi- 
nite period of time. 

Late in the summer of 1956, 
Israel is outwardly the most peace- 
ful country in the world. The 


vacation season is drawing to an 
end, children are in summer camps. 
people are filling the seaside and 
mountain resorts, and the city 
beaches are crowded every after- 
noon. In the sidewalk cafés of Tel- 
Aviv, women in low-cut summer 
dresses attend to their knitting and 
exchange gossip. On a Saturday 
afternoon, the streets of Jerusalem 
are empty of traffic and half of 
the population in their Sabbath 
best—German Jews in dark suits, 
Sephardim in their ankle-length 
gray robes, Yemenites in pajamas 
—march in a slow rhythm to visit 
relatives, while the other half of 
the population stays at home keep- 
ing the tea hot for the visitors. 
The London Festival Ballet has 
come and gone after playing to 
full houses at IL.20 per ticket, 
and Lionel Hampton has scored 
another triumph with Israeli hep- 
cats, repaying the enthusiastic re- 
ception by appearing on the stage 


everywhere by mobs of teen-agers 
and not such teen-agers. The cur- 
rent sensation is Eartha Kitt, the 
girl who sings about “mink- 
shmink.” 

It is very hot and humid in 
Tel-Aviv, and the tempo of life 
has slowed down considerably. 
There is languor in the air; the 
crowds strolling in the late eve- 
ning shuffle along the sidewalks, 
stopping to drink innumerable 
glasses of gazzoz and Tempo, “the 
American drink made in Israel.” 
No one pays much attention when 
into a cafe walks a soldier in 4 
dusty uniform, leans his Sten gun 
against the table and orders iced 
coffee. The soldier has just arrived 
from maneuvers somewhere in Is- 
rael, but the man in the loud 
Hawaian shirt chatting with the 
pretty girl at the next table came 
back from maneuvers only yester- 
day, and the woman knitting at 
another table hasn’t heard from 
her husband in days. In nearby 
Tsofit, at the open-air amphi- 
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theater of the workers’ college, Bet 
Berl, the Israel Philharmonic Or- 
chestra gave an excellent perform- 
ance of Handel’s oratorio, Judah 
Maccabee, and thousands from the 
entire vicinity enjoyed it, while at 
the gates and all around the amphi- 
theater khaki-clad men with rifles 
slung over their shoulders stood 
guard. Bet Berl is just a short walk 
from the border, and one can see 
from there the lights of Kalkilya, 
a town in Jordan known as a hot- 
bed of infiltrators trained to com- 
mit murder and sabotage in Israel. 
Before I set out for the trip back 
to Tel-Aviv one of the guards gave 
me detailed road instructions, with 
the warning that a wrong turn on 
the road might bring me to the 
kingdom of Jordan and a not too 
friendly reception. 


On a certain day in July at 6:30 
PM, the routine of life in Israel 
stopped, while everyone crowded 
around the radio to listen to a live 
broadcast from Moscow of the 
pre-Olympic soccer game between 
the Israeli and USSR teams. On 
the same evening, a youngster was 
murdered by infiltrators while 
driving a jeep with his girl on the 
Wilhelma Road near Tel-Aviv. 
The murder made a deep impres- 
sion on the entire population, but 
the next day the talk of the coun- 
try was about the 5-to-0 defeat 
of the Israeli team. 


Several days later, Tel-Aviv ex- 
periencel a mock air-attack design- 
ed to test the effectiveness of the 
city’s civil defense. About six PM, 
sirens began to wail and immedi- 
ately after that the air was pierced 
by the screams of jets flying low, 
and the insistent crackle of anti- 
aircraft guns. Members of the 
civilian defense corps with green 
brassards on their sleeves appeared 
out of nowhere to clear the streets 
from pedestrians and vehicles, but 
found the going tough. If the pas- 
sersby felt in the exercises an omen 


of things which may come, they: 


didn’t show it. Instead of taking 
shelter, they stood singly and in 
groups and greatly enjoyed the 
show, while youngsters hopped 
around on the roofs. The news- 
Papers reported next day that the 
exercises were successful, except 
for the behavior of the public. 


The tourist season is in full 
swing, but the number of tourists 
this year is most disappointing, 
falling far behind last year. The 
generally accepted reason is fear 
of war, but the tourists who do 
arrive, forget about those fears as 
soon as they step on Israeli soil. 
In country-club hotels, they 
mingle with well-fed, well-dressed 
Israelis who arrive for a week-end 
or an evening’s entertainment at 
exorbitant prices, in brightly col- 
ored cars recently imported from 
America, despite prohibitive cus- 
toms duties, high luxury taxes, 
and the requirement of special im- 
port licences, let alone the exces- 
sive cost of gasoline. If the tourist 
begins a conversation with one of 
these prosperous Israelis, he will 
invariably hear complaints against 
the Government and its system of 
taxation which strangles private 
initiative and drains the well-to- 
do. When the American will start 
asking questions, he will find out 
to his surprise that the maximum 
income-tax rate in Israel is 50 per- 
cent. And as not unusual in dem- 
ocracies, it is the salaried people 
who pay their full share, while 
some in business find ways to get 
around the tax collector. 


Of all business the most prosper- 
ous now is the travel business, if 
one is to judge by the number of 
new travel-agencies seen in Tel- 
Aviv. The boom is a result of an 
increase in tourism in reverse: this 
in spite of the fact that an Israeli 
can take along only $10 when he 
travels abroad. The number of 
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applications for passports and exit 
visas increased to such a degree 
that the Ministry of the Interior 
had to announce that it would 
take at least four weeks to issue 
the documents, because the over- 
worked staff could not handle it 
any faster. In May of this year 
3,496 Israelis traveled abroad, as 
compared with 2,828 in the same 
month last year; the number of 
visas issued in June was 4,088 as 
compared with 3,631 in 1955. 
Among the travelers are officials of 
the Government or the Jewish 
Agency and other public bodies on 
missions, scientists attending inter- 
national conferences, exchange stu- 
dents, and businessmen. But most 
of them are people under the spell 
of wanderlust after years of living 
within the confines of a small, 
poor country. 


The country has learned to live 
in a state of siege, and has accepted 
it as a normal state of affairs. A 
whole generation never knew any 
other life. One can see in this at- 
titude the strength and the weak- 
ness of the nation, the ability to 
live normally under abnormal con- 
ditions, but also the inability to 
accept a mode and standard of 
living more befitting a nation 
under siege. 
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NEWS OF THE PAST: 
ISRAEL AND SPARTA 


by ALEXANDER ZVIELY 


N CONSIDERING ancient Israel’s 

foreign relations its friendship 
with Sparta deserves mention. The 
Jewish-Spartan declarations of 
common ancestry, friendship and 
mutual assistance, unlike the Has- 
monean-Roman pacts, did not in 
the least affect the destinies of the 
Jewish people. The real value of 
the Jewish-Spartan diplomatic ex- 
changes lies in the fact that they 
afford us some insight into the 
psychological and ideological bent 
of the rulers of Sparta and of the 
Second Jewish Commonwealth. 
Moreover, some of the Hasmonean 
experiences are not unlike those 
through which Israel is now pass- 
ing. 

We learn from Josephus (Wars 
of the Jews, Book 1, 26) that 
when Eurycles, the Spartan (de- 
scribed by Plutarch as a former 
companion of Mark Anthony and 
an intimate friend of King Herod 
“the Great”), visited that king 
in Jerusalem, “both the king and 
all that were about him had a 
great regard for this Spartan, on 
account of his country .. .” No 
doubt Eurycles owed this excellent 
reception at the court of the Idu- 
mean to pro-Spartan traditions. 
In the twelfth chapter of the First 
Book of the Maccabees (Saddu- 
cean) as well as in the Second 
Book (Pharisaic) we read how, 
many years before, Jonathan the 
Maccabee entered into a league 
with the Spartans and exchanged 
gifts with them. But Jonathan’s 
treaty of friendship and assista- 
ance with Sparta was only a re- 
affirmation of a still more ancient 
alliance signed between the High 
Priest Onias of Jerusalem and King 
Areios the First of Sparta (309- 
265 B.C.) two centuries earlier. 


Jonathan’s lengthy letter to the 
Spartans is not without interest. 
He wrote (in part): 

“Jonathan, the High Priest and 
the Council of the Nation [Ge- 
rousia, which later developed into 
the Sanhedrin], and the Priests, 
and the rest of the people of the 
Jews to their brethren, the Spar- 
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tans, greetings! Even before this 
time, letters were sent to Onias, 
the High Priest, from Areios who 
was reigning among you to the 
effect that we are brethren . . 
Wherein declaration was made of 
confederacy and friendship. There- 
fore, we also—although we need 
none of these things having for 
our comfort the Holy Books which 
are in our hands[!]—ask that we 
might renew our brotherhood and 
friendship . . . We remember you 
in our sacrifices . . . we are glad 
for your glory . . . we were not 
minded to be troublesome to you 
for we have been delivered from 
our enemies . . . we chose, there- 
fore, Numenius and _ Antipater 
whom we sent to the Romans es « 
to go also to you to renew our 
friendship . . .” 

This letter includes a copy of 
the earlier exchange between 
Areios and the High Priest Onias; 
thus: 

“Areios, King of the Spartans, to 
Onias, the Great Priest of the 
Jews, greetings. It has been found 
in writing concerning the Spartans 
and the Jews that they are breth- 
ren and they are of the stock of 
Abraham; and now since these 
things have come to our know- 
ledge you would do well to write 
to us of your prosperity. And we 
moreover do write to you on our 
part that our cattle and goods... 
are yours ... and if you com- 
mand anything we will readily 
falar Prey...” 

(The seal of the letter shows 

an eagle holding a dragon in 

his claws). 

The extraordinary statement of 
Areios that Spartans and Jews are 
brethren and from the stock of 
Abraham is not without signifi- 
cance. It is true that as the neces- 
sary prerequisite of a political alli- 
ance a bond in a common ancestry 
was only too often invented. But 
it seems that, according to Greek 
legends, the Spartans were de- 
scended from Phoenicians. Hero- 
dotus’s opinions about the origin 
of the Hellenic races (Book I, 56- 
§8) and his belief that Egypt was 
the cradle of Hellenic culture by 
means of Phoenician traders (Book 
II, 48-58) should also be noted. 
Many Greek myths can indeed be 
traced to a common Egyptian, 
Sumerian, Chaldean or Hebrew 
tradition and so there might be an 
element of truth in Areios’ opinion. 
From the early Christian Church 
history we also learn how the new 
faith was assisted by the belief of 
Greeks (particularly in Corinth) 
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that their redemption and salvation 
must come from the East, whence 
the Greek people originally came. 

We may imagine the pride of 
Jonathan the Maccabee. Hardly 
thirty years before, the might of 
the Syrians threatened the very 
existence of Israel. Now its envoys 
were going to Rome and to Sparta 
and these nations were making 
alliances with Israel. In the kaleido- 
scope of political and diplomatic 
relations in the ancient world, the 
story of the friendship of Israel 
and Sparta is an interesting chap- 
ter. 


BOOK NOTES 


KIBBUTZ, VENTURE IN UTopIA, 
by Melford E. Spiro, Cambridge, 
Harvard University Press, 1956, 
266 pp., $4.50. 


Originally planned as an intro- 
duction for a more specialized 
work on child-rearing in the kib- 
butz, this book developed into a 
general description of the Israeli 
communal settlement from the 
point of view of a social anthro- 
pologist. It covers the familiar 
ground of “interpersonal” relations 
in the commune, of which we 
have had several other accounts 
recently. The observations of the 
author were made in a Hashomer 
Hatzair (left-wing) kibbutz, and 
one which, unlike some of the oth- 
er Hashomer Hatzair kibbutzim, 
does not favor including industrial 
together with agricultural branch- 
es in its economy. This leads to 
certain conclusions not representa- 
tive of the kibbutz as such but of 
the particular kibbutz where the 
author worked; but these remain 
relatively minor in the general 
picture. 


COMMUNISM AND NATIONALISM 
IN THE Mippte East, by Walter 
Z. Laqueur, New York, Praeger, 
1956, 362 pp., $6.50. 


The author exploits a virgin 
field in giving us a detailed guide 
to the Communist groups, splinter 
groups, and personalities in the 
Middle East from the beginning 
to the present day. In addition to 
the abundance of reference ma- 
terial on a subject on which hard- 
ly anything has been available 
until now, the author has also cre- 
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ated a stir with a fresh thesis fully 
demonstrated in the book. After 
this volume it will be difficult for 
anyone claiming to be a Middle 
Eastern expert to repeat the mean- 
ingless cliché that the Middle East 
is fully guaranteed against the in- 
fection of Communism by its Is- 
lamic faith. The author clearly 
shows that, on the contrary, the 
area, like any underdeveloped, ex- 
colonial area with similar institu- 
tions and economic difficulties 
where Western influence has cre- 
ated a group of educated unem- 
ployables, or at least malcontents, 
the Middle East is prime game for 
Communist designs of infiltration 
and expansion. 


Dirtomacy IN THE NEAR AND 
Mwotz East, edited by J. C. 
Hurewitz, Princeton, D. Van 
Nostrand Company, 1956, Vol. 
I (1535-1914) xvui + 291 pp., 
index, $6.50; Vol. II (1914- 
1956) xviii + 427 pp., $8.75. 
A useful collection of decrees, 

privileges, treaties, secret and open, 
and other documents of the politi- 
cal and commercial history of the 
area from Egypt to Persia for over 
four hundred years. 





A LABOR ZIONIST 
BOND DELEGATION 


The Labor Zionist Bond Con- 
ference has endorsed the plan of 
organizing a Labor Zionist Bond 
Delegation to go to the State of 
Israel at the end of six years of 
Israel Bond work. This Delega- 
tion will participate in the cele- 
bration of the Ninth Anniversary 
of the State of Israel and will study 
Israel’s economic achievements and 
plans for the coming year, as well 
as the role of Israel Bonds in Is- 
rael’s efforts to achieve economic 
stability. 

This will be the first Labor Zion- 
ist Bond Delegation of the Labor 
Zionist movement. 

The officers of the National 
Bond Committee were authorized 
to work out plans, schedule visits, 
and secure reasonable rates for the 
members of the delegation, who 
are to spend at least two weeks in 
Israel in intensified study. 
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